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- The MAILING DATE of this communication appears on the cover sheet with the correspondence address « 
Period for Reply 

A SHORTENED STATUTORY PERIOD FOR REPLY IS SET TO EXPIRE 03 MONTH(S) OR THIRTY (30) DAYS, 
WHICHEVER IS LONGER, FROM THE MAILING DATE OF THIS COMMUNICATION. 

- Extensions of time may be available under the provisions of 37 CFR 1 . 1 36(a). In no event, however, may a reply be timely filed 
after SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication. 

- If NO period for reply is specified above, the maximum statutory period will apply and will expire SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication. 

- Failure to reply within the set or extended period for reply will, by statute, cause the application to become ABANDONED (35 U.S.C. § 1 33). 
Any reply received by the Office later than three months after the mailing date of this communication, even if timely filed, may reduce any 
earned patent term adjustment. See 37 CFR 1.704(b). 

Status 

1)^ Responsive to communication(s) filed on 08 October 2003 . 
2a)D This action is FINAL. 2b)K This action is non-final. 

3) D Since this application is in condition for allowance except for formal matters, prosecution as to the merits is 

closed in accordance with the practice under Ex parte Quayle, 1935 CD. 11, 453 O.G. 213. 

Disposition of Claims 

4) [>3 Claim(s) 1-30 is/are pending in the application. 

4a) Of the above claim(s) is/are withdrawn from consideration. 

5) D Claim(s) is/are allowed. 

6) EK] Claim(s) 1-30 is/are rejected. 

7) D Claim(s) is/are objected to. 

8) D Claim(s) are subject to restriction and/or election requirement. 

Application Papers 

9) D The specification is objected to by the Examiner. 

10) D The drawing(s) filed on is/are: a)D accepted or b)D objected to by the Examiner. 

Applicant may not request that any objection to the drawing(s) be held in abeyance. See 37 CFR 1 .85(a). 
Replacement drawing sheet(s) including the correction is required if the drawing(s) is objected to. See 37 CFR 1.121(d). 

1 1) D The oath or declaration is objected to by the Examiner. Note the attached Office Action or form PTO-152. 

Priority under 35 U.S.C. § 119 

12) Q Acknowledgment is made of a claim for foreign priority under 35 U.S.C. § 119(a)-(d) or (f). 
a)D All b)D Some * c)Q None of: 

Certified copies of the priority documents have been received. 
2.Q Certified copies of the priority documents have been received in Application No. . 



3.Q Copies of the certified copies of the priority documents have been received in this National Stage 
application from the International Bureau (PCT Rule 17.2(a)). 
See the attached detailed Office action for a list of the certified copies not received. 



Attachment(s) 

1) ^ Notice of References Cited (PTO-892) 4) □ Interview Summary (PTO-413) 

2) □ Notice of Draftsperson's Patent Drawing Review (PTO-948) Pa P er No(s)/Mail Date. . 

3) Information Disclosure Statement(s) (PTO/SB/08) 5 > □ Notice of Informal Patent Application 
Paper No(s)/Mail Date 11/17/2003 . 6) □ Other: . 
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DETAILED ACTION 

1. This is the initial office action based on the application filed on October 08, 
2003. Claims 1-30 are currently pending and have been considered below. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 101 

2. 35 U.S.C. 101 reads as follows: 

Whoever invents or discovers any new and useful process, machine, manufacture, or 
composition of matter, or any new and useful improvement thereof, may obtain a patent 
therefore, subject to the conditions and requirements of this title. 

3. Claim 1 1 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 101 because the claimed invention is directed to 
non-statutory subject matter. The current focus of the Patent Office in regard to 
statutory inventions under 35 U.S.C. § 101 for system claims and claims that recite a 
judicial exception (software) is that the claimed invention recite a practical application. 
Practical application can be provided by a physical transformation or a useful, concrete 
and tangible result. No physical transformation is recited and additionally, the final 
result of the claim is notifying the caller which is not a tangible result. Therefore, 
dependent claims 12-20 are also affected by the same rejection. 

4. Claim 21 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 101 based on the theory that the claim is 
directed to neither a "process" nor a "machine," but rather embraces or overlaps two 
different statutory classes of invention set forth in 35 U.S.C. 101 which is drafted so as 
to set forth the statutory classes of invention in the alternative only. Lyell, Ex parte, 17 



Application/Control Number: 10/682,660 Page 3 

Art Unit: 2194 

USPQ2d 1548 (Bd. Pat. App. & Inter. 1990).Therefore, dependent claims 22-30 are 
also affected by the same rejection. 

Appropriate change is required. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 112 

5. The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out 
and distinctly claiming the subject matter that the applicant regards as his 
invention. 

6. Claims 21-30 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as being 
indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which 
applicant regards as the invention. 

7. Claims 21 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as being a single 
claim which claims both an apparatus and the method steps of using the 
apparatus is indefinite under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph. *> IPXL Holdings v. 
Amazon.com, Inc., 430 F.2d 1377, 1384, 77 USPQ2d 1140, 1145 (Fed. Cir. 2005);< 
Ex parte Lyell, 17 USPQ2d 1548 (Bd. Pat. App. & Inter. 1990). Therefore, dependent 
claims 22-30 are also affected by the same rejection. 



Appropriate clarification is required . 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

8. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 
that form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 
122(b), by another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) 
a patent granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the 
invention by the applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty 
defined in section 351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application 
filed in the United States only if the international application designated the United States and 
was published under Article 21(2) of such treaty in the English language 

9. Claims 1-6,8, 10-16,18, 20-26,28 and 30 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as 
being anticipated by Arteaga, et al. (US 20020161826). 

10. Claims 1,11 and 21 , Arteaga discloses a system and method for calling a target 
object from a caller object in a first call mode, comprising: 

a. Invoking a program component in response to the caller object initiating the 
call to the target object (fig. 16 paragraph 94 and 95); 

b. Invoking, with the program component, execution of the call on the target 
object (fig. 16, paragraph 94); 

c. Monitoring, with the program component, the execution of the call on the target 
object (fig. 13, paragraph 73 and 75); 

d. Determining, with the program component, whether the execution of the call 
on the target object exceeds a threshold (fig. 16 paragraph 95 and 75; paragraph 124 
and 135, table 4 and table 9); and 
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e. Notifying the caller object to cause the caller object to change from the first call 
mode to a second call mode in handling the call if the execution of the call is 
determined to exceed the threshold (fig. 16, paragraph 94 and 95). 

1 1 . Claims 2, 12 and 22, Arteaga further discloses that the first call mode comprises a 
synchronous mode and the second call mode comprises an asynchronous mode (fig. 
16, paragraph 94 and 95). 

12. Claims 3,13 and 23, Arteaga further discloses the step of determining whether 
the call has been executing for a maximum period of time; timeout (paragraph 135, 
table 9). 

13. Claims 4,14 and 24, Arteaga discloses a system and method for calling a target 
object as in claims 3,13 and 23 above and further discloses maintaining a timeout 
session for each request call, and defining a data object type associated with the 
timeout time; integer (paragraph 135, table 9). 

14. Claims 5, 15 and 25, Arteaga discloses a system and method for calling a target 
object as in claims 1,11 and 21 above and further discloses a storage device (fig. 1 
and 5 paragraph 109). 



Application/Control Number: 10/682,660 Page 6 

Art Unit: 2194 

15. Claims 6, 16 and 26, Arteaga discloses a system and method for calling a target 
object as in claims 5, 15 and 25 above and further discloses the step of returning the 
return value from the target object to the caller object (paragraph 135, table 9). 

16. Claims 8, 18 and 28, Arteaga discloses a system and method for calling a target 
object as in claims 1,11 and 21 above and further discloses a proxy object (fig. 12, 
paragraph 157). 

17. Claims 10, 20 and 30, Arteaga discloses a system and method for calling a target 
object as in claims 1,11 and 21 above and further discloses multithreading (paragraph 
53). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

18. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103 (a) which forms the basis for all 

obvious rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or 
described as set forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject 
matter sought to be patented and the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole 
would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person having ordinary 
skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by 
the manner in which the invention was made. 

19. Claims 7, 9, 17, 19, 27 and 29 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103 (a) as being 
unpatentable over Arteaga, et a]. (US 20020161826) in view of Barr (US 6389470). 
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20. Claims 7,17 and 27: Arteaga discloses a system and method for calling a target 
object as in claims 5, 15 and 25 above, but he does not explicitly disclose querying 
pending calls temporary stored; and accessing their return values. 

However, in the same field of endeavor Barr discloses a system and method that 
consists of deferring synchronous calls and allowing a client to perform other 
tasks in the interim and periodically checking for reply of return value (fig. 6, col. 
5,lines 1-13). Therefore, it would be obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art 
at the time the invention was made to modify Arteaga's invention with Barr's 
invention in order to allow a client making a synchronous call to detect time-out 
and handle it appropriately through a deferred mechanism. One would have been 
motivated to store incomplete synchronous call made in temporary storage and 
periodically checking for reply of returned value in order to handle a proxy call 
without a reply. Therefore, to control time-out errors and to improve performance 
in real time communication between subsystems. 

21 . Claims 9, 19 and 29, Arteaga discloses a system and method for calling a target 
object as in claims 8, 18 and 28 above but he does not explicitly disclose that the 
system and method include: throwing an exception, when determining that the 
execution of a call on the target object exceeds the threshold; and notifying the caller 
through thrown exceptions. 

However, in the same field of endeavor Barr discloses a system and method for 
detecting a proxy object call that times out and setting exceptions to handle time-out 
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that may arise (fig. 9, 10 and 11, lines 38-67). Therefore, it would be obvious to one 
having ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to modify Arteaqa's 
invention with Barr's invention and set up exceptions and handles when a client proxy 
call times out in order to improve the performance of functions on a resource of a 
communication system. One would have been motivated to throw an exception on a 
client proxy call in order to help achieve real time performance in an embedded 
environment, traditionally limited by memory and processing power. 



22. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
the applicant's disclosure. 

Drees et al. (6154681) discloses asynchronous distributed-object building 
automation system with support for synchronous object execution. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from 
the examiner should be directed to Abdou Seve whose telephone number is (571) 
270-1062 . The examiner can normally be reached on Mon - Fri. 7:30am - 4pm . 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, William Thomson can be reached on 571-272-3718. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 



Conclusion 



SOI 
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